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..7/70 MAILING DATE of this communic ation appears on the cover sheet wiW the correspondence address - 

CAM c Ti-i Di ArP THiq APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

SSdlSlraSynS;%'\ .im\l^ o? Appral (wil^ appeal fae); or (3) a timely filed Reques, for Continued 

Examination (RCE) in connpliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

.^ n ThP neriod for reolv expires _months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

706.07(f). .H„nH»r-^7rFR 1 136(a> The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 



. Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 



' ° sVc^'^ll^^rorXTCsioViirere;? C^^^ .0 avoid dismissal 0, th, appeal 

2 Kl The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) m they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) S they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) S they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simphfying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3.n Applicant's reply has overconne the following rejection(s): 



_ would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
5 H The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or c)E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: Sf^R Continuation Sheet. 
6.n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 M For purposes of Appeal the proposed amendment(s) a)Kl will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 

expSrn ofhrthe new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: t2Q- 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

80 The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-303(Rev. 04-01) 



Advisory Action 



Part of Paper No. 14 



continuation Sheet (PTO-303) ^ A Application No. 

009/579,542 

dontinuation of 2 NOTE: The added limitations of "applied to only said plasma" and "to only said plasma", as recirted in amended 
claims 19 14 raise new issue that would require further consideration. The added limitation of "with no intervening steps", as recited in 
amended dam 1. raise the issue of new matter because there is no positive support for this limitation in the specification of the instant 
application. . 



Continuation of 5 does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Apllicanfs argument regarding the rejection of 
claims 8 13 18 are not persuasive. The applicants argue that the fact that an invention teaches how to make something that can be 
imagined but for which there previouly exist no known process for its manufacture, does not make the process obvious. The examiner 
disagrees because the instant inventions, as per claims 8, 13, 18, recite a method to make a low k dielectric constant material has a fla 
band voltage that is less than about -3 volts and since the cited reference of Huang teaches a method to make a low k dielectric material 
and it is known in the art that the dielectric material has a flat band voltage of -1.82 V, the examiner asserts that it is obvious to employ 
Huang process ( a known process to manufacture a low k dielectric material ) to manufacture a low k dielectric material has a ftat band 
voltage that is less than about -3 Volts because the claimed flat band voltage value is a known property of the dielectric material. 
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